JFK ASSASSINATION MYTHOLOGY ENSHRINED 



In publishing the fantasy of the La Fontaines (The Fourth 
Tramp) on more than one of the two full pages it has added to its 
Outlook section, the Washington Post competes strongly with the super- 
market tabloids. 

In common with most of those who make up the JFK assassination 
industry, the La Fontaines are ignorant of the established basic 

fact of the assassination and its investigations and when all of 

a 

tht is freely available to them they know too much to contaminate 
their wisdom and omniscience with mere fact. 

They all regard themselves as Dick Tracys or Perry Masons and, aside 
from having in common a yearning for fame if not also fortune, they 
share in their contempt for and the degree of the profundity of their 
ignorance of the established and readily available official fact. 

Their fairy tale - and all the innumerable tramp stories are 
fairy tales - is that the accused Presidential assassin, Leo Harvey 
Oswald, and the man who killed him, Jack Ruby, knew each other and 
met with others in a scheme to run guns to Cuba, that "Oswald Talked," 
the title of the book the La Fontaines are to publish on it this 
winter, and, although they do not go so far as to say it, that because 
Oswald allegedly talked Ruby killed him. 

There is so much they do not say! 

Their story, and it is really only a contrived conjecture that 
has but a single and most dubious source, falls short of saying that 
this alleged gun-running scheme also led to the assassination. But 
with both Ruby and Oswald allegedly involved in both, the reader has 
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no reason not to believe they intend to suggest this. 

There have been innumerable tales about Ruby and Oswald knowing 
each other but there is no substance to any of them. Tht of the La 
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Fontaines is but a new twist on the old bull. 

There not only is no reason to believe any of these never-proven stories, 
there is ample reason not to believe any were possible. 

While we do not know all there is to know about Oswald - and none of those 
who dream up this tickei to fame and fortune had made any effort at all to learn 
what is known - certainly not a single one has made any effort to read the large 
files of this information that I have - what is known is that Oswald had no inter- 
est at all in any such adventure. 

There likewise is no reason to believe, nor even to suspect, that he had 
any interests tht would have led him to seek out or have anything at all to do with 
a man like Ruby or that he shared any of Ruby's interests. 

The Warren Commisson made no effort to learn what Oswald did with the five 

evenings a week he was in Dallas for the month and a half he was there before the 

assassination. It was told by the only person who knew and had any way of knowing 
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about the first of those weeksjhis landlady, Mrs. Mary Bledsoe, that he sat in his 
room and read every night. 

Oswald does have a record of being a heavy reader. This is referred to in 
his Marines record and in what is known of his conversations with others. For his 
few years and scanty education, he was well informed. 

There is nothing in Oswald's record indicating he was ever engaged in any 

kind of shady deal to make money. There is no indication he ever had any such 

interests or money from any such endeavors. This is an abundance of evidence that 
he was always short of money. So he had no money from any such shenanigans. This 
is pretty clear evidence that he was not engaged in any. 
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What role he could serve in any is something none of those -teem who write 
fictions about him and it and palm It off as nonfiction has never been suggested. 

Nor has any ever come up with even a fancied role he could serve in any of these 
innumerable fictions. 

Including the La Fontaines. 

He had neither skills nor' connections of any use in those imagined deals. 

If his role was to be that of a messenger, there is little likelihood that those 
whose deals they allegedly were would prefer an unknown quantity, a stranger, to 
someone they knew and could trust. 

Crooked, illegal businesses do not thrive on weak links^ and any unknowns 
with any involvement in this are a weak link, those they would have to wonder might 
be police informers. 

From the time Oswald returned from his short trip to Mexico until the time 
of the assassination, nobody who could have been involved in any gun-running scheme. 
Jack Ruby included, had the time to get to know Oswald well enough to be able to 
trust him. The one possible exception might be some of those who, like him, filled 
orders for school books at the Texas School Book Depository wher^he worked those 
four months. The evidence is that even there he got close to nobody and nobody 
got close to him. If any of them had any connection with any gunrunning or any 
other crooked deal. The evidence is that, other than one of those employees who 
had a record of drug use, none had any criminal connections of any kind. 

The one thing which seems to be readily publishable about the assassination 
is farry tales. The one thing in which there seems to be no publisher interest of 
any kind is fact about the assassination. 

How the reputable and usually careful Post came to print such nonsense and, 
more, give it such extraordinary space is not easily understood. It certainly did 
no checking at all. This, too, is typical of the publishable assassination 
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fantasies: they are liked and are never checked out. 

Anyone doing any serious work in the field, and this includes newcomers if 

they are engaged in serious work rather than Perry Masonry, knows that, aside from 
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wht I began to rescue from official oblivion in the Warren Commission files in 1966 
after they were transferred to the National Archives, I obtained 

about a third of a million once-withheld official pages on assassinations by a 
series of Freedom of Information (FOIA) lawsuits. It is also known to all doing 
serious work and to many who do not that, as a matter of principle and of practice, 

I give free and unsupervised access to all those records to anyone working in the 
field. they also have unsupervised access to our copier. 

I have not only the FBI's files on Oswald and his wife Marina and informa- 
tion about them from many other sources, for the use of others I made a special 
file of duplicates of all Oswald's writings for anyone to study and to copy. For 
a young man with so little education, he wrote quite a bit. 

Almost all of it is political. No dreams of sudden riches through nefarious 
schemes. No stories about crime. No interest in it or in getting money, which 
he always needed, that way. 

There is nothing in them congenial to these innumerable fantasies. 

But without looking at them, those who dream up these fantasies have no 
way of knowing that. 

And not a single one has ever/looked at them. 

Central in this particular La Fontaine fantasy is their mythology of the 
many mythologies about three tramps arrested in Dallas the day of the assassination. 

Oblivious of or indifferent to their own ignorance, they say correctly 
about the news pictures taken of those tramps that "Over the years conspiracy the- 
orists claimed the men were actually assassination conspirators in the employ of 
the CIA or organized crime." 
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The truth is even worse but they do not know it. 

They also say that the Dallas police say they had no records of those 
arrests and that they were the first to "debunk" those stories "in our front-page 
story for the Houston Post of Feb. 9, 1992." 

My first public debunking of those many careers invented foy those three 
innocent winos began in, as I now recall, early 1968 whem Jim Garrison devoted his 
fertile imagination to them. He "identified" the tallest of the three as one Edgar 
Eugene Bradley who was then the west-coast representative of the east coast Cape 
May, New Jersey, radio preacher of the far-right fringes, the Rev. Carl Mclntire. 

To him, we were for some years indebted for the FCC's "fairness doctrine". 

Mar/f Lane, among others, devoted his not inconsiderable talents to proving 
Garrison was right. When he wasn't. 

Don't laugh - except at those who without thought or checking published 
this La Fontaine fantasy and at those making a book of it - without peer review. 

' No less a personage in the JFK assassination industry than Gerald Posner, author 

of knowingly mistitled Case Closed , has those tramps in his exalted work. 

Posner refers to the tallest of the three and the one most fantasized about as 

Charles ’Buddy’ Harrelson." That Harrelson was a star major-league ballplayer, 

a Mets second baseman as I recall. He is not one of the trio. 

pubilL 

It was some years after I believed that no fur ther ^debunking would be needed 
that the Harrelson "identification" was made. That Harrelson, also named Charles 

as the Post itself reported December 15, 1982, was described as a "professional 
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hit manl;, when Convicted the day before of knocking off U.S. District Judge John H. 

Wood, Jr., for a quarter of a million dollars from a drug dealer 

if & 

sent f.o jail. 

Ihe first official debunicing for which I was responsible was in May 1968. 
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fcbert'—jud-ge had 
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I made it necessary for the FBI to investigate those tramp pictures when I spotted 
the sketch of one, the shortest, in the papers as a drawing of the man wanted for 
killing Martin Luther King, Jr. I gave the Baltimore FBI office a set of those 
pictures. It got the Dallas FBI to investigate. 

I hav^e two files of duplicates of these FBI investigative reports on the 

tramps for the use of others. Many have examined them and perhaps many mythologies 

about them were aborted in the minds of some. 

ushjisn J 

When it was possible for me, ^1 made copies of those and other records and 
mailed them to those who asked for them. When that became imposible, I arranged 
for students at local Hood College to do the copying. 

I neverheard from the La Fontaines. 

Without going into all the records I caused to be generated and the FBI 
disclosed to me and then put into its public reading room in response to my 197/ 
lawsuit, at Baltimore's request Dallas made an investigation the result of which 
it also reported to the Memphis office on May 21, 1968. Its sources were Bill Bass, 
of the Dallas police identification division, and arresting officers marvin Wise 
and Roy Vaughn. Bass identified them as the arresting officers. 

They informed the FBI that they had found these three men in a parked rail- 
road boxcar about a mile south of the tripgile underpass. That is the western end 
o i. tlie scene of th.e sssessinstion, Desley Plaza.. 

Also in my files available to all are the results of two investigations 
made for me privately later in 1968, when I did not yet have the results of the 
FBI's investigation. I then needed a dependable investigation because Jim Garrison 
was about to commemorate the fifth anniversary of the JFK assassination by, among 
other things, going back to his Bradley "identification". On that basis alone he 
was going to charge Bradley with being one of the Grassy Knoll assassins. 

His other to-be-announced-and-charged Grassy Knoll assassin was easier to 
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deal with. That was Robert Lee Perrin. Perrin had killed himself in New Orleans 
in 1962, 15 months before JFK was assassinated. 

I had been asked by two of Garrison's staff to see if I could block Garri- 
son's planned "commemoration" because they had not been able to. I asked one, his 
chief investigtor, Louis Ivon, for two sets of those pictures as I was leaving for 
home after being away for a month.,. I mailed one to a former FBI agent who owed 
me a favor, Paul Rothermel, Jr., then the late H. L. Hunt's chief of security. I 

sent the other to my friend, then the Dallas district attorney, Henry Wade. Paul 
made the investigation personally. Wade sent one of his staff investigators. Both, 

working independently, neither knowing of the other, reported identical results. 

f't'um/i !*T i 

Those men were^winos who we^ picked up when an area search was made. They 

If 

were drinking away in that boxcar^whxch was parked not a mile to the south^ as the 
FBI had been told but directly behind the Central Annex Post Office. Its address 
is 217 South Main Street. The only way to take the men into custody without heist- 
ing them the considerable height of the railroad loading dock and taking them 

f a u ^ a h 4 

through that post office was to walk them off. The only way for that was over ftfuT 
triple overpass and in front of the Texas School Book Depository Building. There 
the news photographers were snapping pictures of anything that moved. It then was 
about an hour and a half after the assassination. 

Even Garrison was not about to allege that the CIA had invented sights 
that could turn right angles or rifles that could fire bullets for more than two 
city blocks and then also have them turn at right angles and impact on what was in 
sight that did not exist. 

When I gave the otner of Garrison's staff who had asked my help, his junior- 
most assistant district attorney, Andrew Sciambra, the typed report of my investi- 
gation, with exhibits tht included the morgue book and the hospital admission 
record on Perrin, he confronted Garrison with it. Garrison forgot about charging 
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Bradley and Perrin. Instead, he fired an innocent member ofhis staff, alleging he 
was a CIA agent sent to infiltrate and misdirect his "assassination" probe. 

ihis is entirely unrecognizable in Garrison's On the Trail of the Assassins 
the one trail Garrison never took. But tragically, it is true. I have a copy of 
my report and some of its exhibits. 

Also an official and a public debunking was long before the La Fontaines 
claimed first of 1992. It was the official one by the Ford administration's 
Rockefeller Commision. Its official 1975 debunking, well reported, was by cultural 
anthropologists who reported on their scientific examination of those pictures. 

After their less than accurate tramps story reporting, the La Fontaines 
got to 1992. Then, they say, Elrod's name "piqued the curiosity of Bill Adams, a 
computer programmer and assassination researcher." That led him to file a Freedom 
of Information request. When Adams obtained that ”28-year-old FBI report," the 
La Fontaines say, he "discovered a story that was hard to believe - and harder to 
prove . " 



Adams "discovered" it like Lafayette discovered America. And the La Fon- 
taine interpretation is closer to impossible to believe than harder. 

What Adams "discovered" is in a vast 90,000 pages of FBI records I got 
from it m a 1977 FOIA lawsuit, records that since then have always been available 
to all writing in the field, both in my home and in the FBI's public reading room. 
0 L hers, like me, ignored it because it does not have the meaning the La Fontaines 
were paid for by the Post and will be paid for in their winter's book. If it is 
now published by Pelican, as the Post says it is to be. 

And rather than the La Fontaines' single report, my files hold at least 
seven, here identified by their FBI Headquarters file numbers: 
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zi d<\lllD Oswald File NcTT^i-OSiT^ Serials 7705 and 7715. 

These are duplicated in the Headquarters files where the Ruby file is num- 
bered 44-24016 and the Oswald file is numbered 105-82555 . fic'lh L M j)u iO {p ^ 

Memphis FBI files also hold some of these records. 

What Adams resorted to FOIA to obtain had been publicly available tampan! 
for 15 years. The La Fontaines’ word "discovered" is hardly true of what was pub- 
lic fo 15 years. 

/ 

Neither skill in computer programming nor an active imagination is an 
adequate or proper preparation for dependable assassination research or accurate 
writing about it. 

This newest of the La Fontaine contributions to assassination mythology ( 
without which there was no shortage^ is largely based on conjecture and a few of 
the more dubious interpretations of what one of the more dubious of alleged sources 
allegedly said. One source at that. 

John Franklin Elrod said that "on the afternoon of the assassination he 
was arrested for ’investigation of conspiracy to commit murder.’" The murder of 
whom they do not say. If of the President, they cite none of the Dallas police 
records of which they say that in 1992 "the Dallas City Council . . . voted to make 
public all city records concerning the assassination," including all "arrest 
records . " 

When no question should exist for either a newspaper article or a book, 
the La Fontaine writing can be interpreted as suggesting the "conspiracy" to "murder 
was to the President. 

"Elrod now says," they continue, "he was in the same cell block as Oswald 
(emphasis added) FBI report on the incident doesn't mention Oswald's name." 

"Cell block" is not the same as what this writing is written to make it 
mean, the same cell. Cell blocks consist of individual cells the number of which 




can vary with the jail and within any jail. 

They also say that Elrod was in a "cell” with "two other men." They saw 
a man "with a badly battered face being led by the jail guards." Then, this "cell- 
mate, Elrod recalled (much later, I add) said he had seen the battered man previ- 
ously in a motel room with four other men." There "money" had been "advanced under 
some kind of contract." 

One of those men was the man who killed Oswald, Jack Ruby, according to 
the La Fontaines' at least thirdiiand account. For which they have only this one 
dubious source. 

This leads them to the conclusion that "Lee Harvey Oswald, it seems, had 
goten a glimpse of a glimpse of a right-wing gun-running operation." 

Hardly a mere "glimpse." As they begin their sensation by saying, "the 
accused presidential assassin knew about the inner working of a gunrunning network 
that was under investigation by federal agents in Dallas in the fall of 1963." 

Later they say that Elrod's cellmate "had seen" Oswald with "four other men ... 
in a motel room" where "money had been advanced unde some type of contract." 

That "contract" jazz is merely assumed. Makes a better story, anyway. 

Seems more gang- like. Realism. "Gangs" and "contracts." 

But "knowing the inner workins of a gunrunning network" is a bit more than 
merely having a "glimpse" of it. And in their imaginative writing they have Oswald 

actually part of it, not merely knowing about it. 

There is not even a legitimate basis for suspicion of any such Oswald in- 
volvement in the enormous over-writing and stretched meanings in this La Fontaine 
Dick Tracery. 

The sole basis for this melodramatic sensation is that on an unspecified 
day "in August, 1964" Elrod wanted, in the words of a Shelby County, Tennessee, 
deputy sheriff, "Xtie deputies in Memphis to know that he had information 'on the 
murder of Lee Harvey Oswalt [sic].'" 
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